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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 27, 2007 concerning the 35 USC 101 rejection 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. This rejection has been withdrawn. 

Applicant's remaining arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

1 . Applicant argued that it would not have been obvious to one skilled in the art to provide 
VPN information in an SIP message. However, Samarasinghe notes that traditional SIP 
messages do not provide functionality for the underlying network, in particular VPN information 
(para. 3, lines 9-10; para. 26) concerned with a call. Therefore, Samarasinghe recognizes that 
additional network information is beneficially carried within the SIP messages (para. 4). Hama 
provides VPN registration within the network (fig. 16). Therefore, the combination teaches and 
provides motivation for SIP messages containing VPN information for the purpose of SIP call 
setup within a VPN network (Samarasinghe, paras. 3-4, 7 and 26; Hama, fig. 16). 

2. Applicant argued that the combination does not provide for registering an application 
VPN-ID and obtaining VPN resources associated with the VPN-ID. However, Samarasinghe 
discloses providing call setup using modified SIP messages containing VPN information (paras. 
3 and 7) and Hama provides registering the VPN -ID to obtain network resources (fig. 16). The 
motivation for the combination is to provide VPN information to setup a SIP call (Samarasinghe, 
paras. 3-4 and 7; Hama, fig. 16). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 
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Claims 1-5, 7, 9-15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Samarasinghe (US 2004/0028080) in view of and Hama (US 7,707,346). 

3. Regarding claims 1, 4-5, 7, 9-15 and 17, Samarasinghe discloses a method comprising 
receiving a SIP message (para. 7) and registering information (para. 20; note: a call is setup). 
Further regarding claim 13, Samarasinghe discloses a gateway (fig. 2, item 31) for performing 
the method. However, Samarasinghe does not disclose receiving a SIP message containing VPN 
information and registering the VPN. Although, Samarasinghe discloses a SIP INVITE message 
containing node information (para. 7). 

4. Further, Hama discloses nodes belonging to VPNs where a VPN-ID is exchanged (col. 5, 
lines 29-30) and the VPN is registered (col. 5, lines 52-56; fig. 16, step 406). Further regarding 
claim 4, VPN tunnels are established (col. 5, lines 40-43; note: label based on a VPN-ID). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have VPNs in the network of Samarasinghe in order to provide a secured partition of a 
network as is known in the art (Hama, col. 1, lines 20-35). Further, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have VPN information in SIP 
messages and register VPN information in the invention of Samarasinghe in order to provide SIP 
call setup within a VPN network (Samarasinghe, paras. 3-4; Hama, fig. 16) or to update the 
topology of the VPN network (Samarasinghe, paras. 3-4; Hama, col. 16, lines 8-21). 

5. Regarding claim 2, Samarasinghe does not disclose an MPLS network. However, Hama 
discloses an MPLS network (col. 3, lines 34-50). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
provide an MPLS network in the invention of Samarasinghe in order to provide connection- 
oriented services in an IP network (Hama, col. 3, lines 34-50). 
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6. Regarding claim 3, Samarasinghe does not disclose BGP. However, Hama discloses 
BGP (col. 5, lines 29-43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have BGP in the invention of Samarasinghe in order to provide a 
standardized signaling among the nodes of the IP network as is known in the art (col. 5, lines 29- 
43). 

Claims 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Samarasinghe in view of Hama as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Donovan (US 
2002/0041590). 

7. Regarding claims 6 and 8, Samarasinghe in view of Hama does not disclose requesting 
VPN QoS. However, Donovan discloses providing desired QoS information in a SIP INVITE 
message (paras. 61-63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to request a QoS in a SIP message in the invention of Samarasinghe 
in order to reserve adequate network bandwidth as is known in the art (Donovan, para. 61-63). 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Samarasinghe in 
view of Hama as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of Faccin et al. (US 
2003/0033518). 

8. Samarasinghe in view of Hama does not disclose the gateway having AAA capability. 
However, Faccin discloses a gateway having AAA capability (abstract; claim 5). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
AAA capability in the gateway of Samarasinghe in order to manage network resources as is 
known in the art. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Harper whose telephone number is 571-272-3166. The 
examiner can normally be reached weekdays from 1 1 :00 AM to 7:00 PM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynn Feild, can be reached at 571-272-2092. The centralized fax number for the 
Patent Office is 571-273-8300. For non-official communications, the examiner's personal fax 
number is 571-273-3166 and the examiner's e-mail address is kevin.harper@uspto.gov. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications associated with a customer number is available through Private PAIR only. For 
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more information about the PAIR system, see portal.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



/Kevin C. Harper/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2616 

March 17, 2008 



